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Response I-1 (Nancy Gentis) 
 
 
1 Comment noted. 
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Response I-2 (Terri Robertson) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1. As was described in Section 2.4, title to land identified as the 

CTA would not be transferred until a Conservation 
Agreement is developed on how the resources in this area 
would be protected and/or mitigated.  The strategy 
committee would have input regarding the content and 
structure of the agreement.  See General Response 2 – Range 
of Alternatives. 

 
2. As was stated in Section 3.5.2.2, there are 660 acres of the 

Tule Springs National Register Site on BLM land, with the 
remaining acres on land owned by the State of Nevada.  
Only the portion of the Site that is on BLM land may be 
subject to the land disposal process.  As stated in Section 
4.5.4, the BLM would prepare a Historic Properties 
Treatment Plan in consultation with the State Historic 
Preservation Officer that would govern the identification and 
application of mitigation measures for the Site at such time 
any of the lands are nominated for sale or transfer. 
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3. See Response 1 above. 
 
4. Assembly Bill 131 addressing cultural resources was passed 

in 2003; however, there was no specific mention of Floyd 
Lamb State Park.  As was described in Section 2.3, 
Recreation and Public Purposes leases would be transferred 
under SNPLMA to the leaseholder in accordance with 
applicable laws.   
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Response I-3 (Confidential) 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1 Monitoring data collected by DAQEM is the only air quality 
data set for the Las Vegas Valley that provides substantial 
geographic coverage of the area, has monitoring locations 
that represent different locations in the Valley, and that has 
been collected using documented sampling techniques.  
While DAQEM conducts assessments of the monitoring 
network, additional data are not required to complete the 
impact analysis for this EIS.  The air quality study completed 
by Argonne National Laboratory was based on the best 
available data (as allowed by 40 CFR §1502.22 and 
§1502.24) to analyze air quality conditions between 
monitoring stations and air quality impacts of the land 
disposal action.  The analysis methodology of the air quality 
study was described in Section 4.1.   
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2 See Response 1 above.  Although results of the air quality 
modeling study did indicate increases in ozone 
concentrations in areas north and west of the city center, 
these increases would not exceed the 8-hour standard.   
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3 The EIS process was scheduled to allow the continuation of 
land sales as authorized by SNPLMA as was described in 
Section 1.2.2.   

 

 

4 See General Response 1.   

 

 

 

5 This disbursement and use of land sale revenues are 
specified in SNPLMA.  The rate of land sales is addressed in 
General Response 1.   
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6 The BLM has no authority over studies conducted by other 
agencies. 

 
 

 

7 The provision for affordable housing is specified in Section 
7(b) of SNPLMA.  State and local governments may 
nominate lands for affordable housing use and these lands 
are then offered for sale at less than fair market value, as was 
described in Section 3.13 and Section 4.13.  Whether these 
lands are ultimately sold for affordable housing purposes is 
not controlled by the BLM.   
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8 Control measures to achieve attainment would be developed, 
implemented, and enforced by DAQEM as part of the 
development of a State Implementation Plan for ozone.  The 
modeling study completed for the land disposal actions made 
specific assumptions about fuel specifications because these 
fuel characteristics affect the emissions factors used in the 
model.  The assumptions were made to meet the input 
requirements of the model, based on the best available 
information.  The economic impacts of ozone precursor 
control measures cannot be estimated because the specific 
controls have not been selected.  These control measures will 
be selected by DAQEM as part of the SIP development 
process.   

 

9 As was described in Section 3.3.3, the SNWA forecasts 
water supply and demand as part of their resource planning 
process and that data were used in the EIS as the best 
available information.  The indirect impacts of increased 
water consumption were described in Section 4.3.  It is not 
within the scope of this EIS to demonstrate the adequacy of 
SNWA’s resource planning, nor to determine potential 
impacts of developing water resources.  Development of 
water resources that would be considered a federal action 
would be subject to NEPA analysis at the time a specific 
proposal is made.   
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Response I-4 (Terri Robertson) 
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1 As was described in Section 2.4, title to land identified as the 

CTA would not be transferred until a Conservation 
Agreement is developed on how the resources in this area 
would be protected and/or mitigated.  The strategy 
committee would have input regarding the content and 
structure of the agreement.  See General Response 2 – Range 
of Alternatives. 

 
2 As was stated in Section 3.5.2.2, there are 660 acres of the 

Tule Springs National Register Site on BLM land, with the 
remaining acres on land owned by the State of Nevada.  
Only the portion of the Site that is on BLM land may be 
subject to the land disposal process.  As stated in Section 
4.5.4, the BLM would prepare a Historic Properties 
Treatment Plan in consultation with the State Historic 
Preservation Officer that would govern the identification and 
application of mitigation measures for the Site at such time 
any of the lands are nominated for sale or transfer.   
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Response I-5 (Ronald W. Marlow) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1 The Clark County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation 

Plan was described in Section 3.4.1.2.   
 
2 The establishment of a strategy committee to address 

development and management options within the 
Conservation Transfer Area is entirely separate from the 
Desert Conservation Program.  As was stated in Section 2.4, 
the strategy committee would consist of representatives 
including, but not limited to those listed.  The list has been 
expanded since publication of the Draft EIS to include 
additional representatives, which are listed in Section 5.2.6.   

 
3 The data in the Draft EIS were based on results from surveys 

conducted during November - December 2003.  Additional 
comprehensive field surveys were conducted during August 
- September 2004 to determine mitigation measures for lands 
nominated for the February 2005 land sale.  Section 3.4 and 
Figure 3.4-1 have been revised to reflect the additional 
acreage of habitat.   

 
4 As was stated in Section 4.4.2, disturbance to these plants 

would result in long-term loss of plants and permanent 
reduction in habitat, which would be considered a significant 
impact.  Reduction of habitat and plant losses may require 
the USFWS consider an emergency listing under the 
Endangered Species Act.  These conclusions do not change.   



Las Vegas Valley Disposal Boundary  Appendix H 
 

Final EIS  H - 130 December 2004 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5 As was stated in Section 4.4.3, plant species within the 

Conservation Transfer Area would benefit from this 
alternative.  This conclusion does not change.  See Response 
3. 

 
 
 
 
 
6 As was stated in 4.4.1, there has been limited success in 

transplanting and reestablishing these plant species.  The 
Nevada Division of Forestry (NDF) offers suggestions for 
mitigation upon issuance of a permit to disturb the 
bearpoppy as was described in Section 4.4.4.  The BLM, 
USFWS, and NDF are reviewing acceptable and successful 
methods of mitigation of these species.   
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7 As was stated in Section 4.15.4, cumulative impacts would 

be significantly adverse for these plant species.  This 
conclusion does not change.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
8 The impacts from increased recreation, vandalism, and urban 

edge effects on BLM land was addressed in Section 4.10 and 
Section 4.15.10.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
9 The gila monster was listed in Table 3.4-2 as a species 

known to occur within the disposal boundary area.  The text 
was revised to include a reference used in the analysis and a 
discussion on gila monster habitat.  Although field surveys 
were not conducted specifically for the gila monster, habitat 
that is likely to support the species was observed in the 
disposal boundary area.   
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Response I-6 (Jack and Elaine Holmes) 
 
 
1 As was stated in Section 3.5.2.2, there are 660 acres of the 

Tule Springs National Register Site on BLM land, with the 
remaining acres on land owned by the State of Nevada.  
Only the portion of the Site that is on BLM land may be 
subject to the land disposal process.  As stated in Section 
4.5.4, the BLM would prepare a Historic Properties 
Treatment Plan in consultation with the State Historic 
Preservation Officer that would govern the identification and 
application of mitigation measures for the Site at such time 
any of the lands are nominated for sale or transfer.   
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Response I-7 (Mark Beauchamp) 
 
 
 
 
 
1 Comment noted. 
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Response I-8 (Harold Larson) 
 
 
 
 
1 As was stated in Section 3.5.2.2, there are 660 acres of the 

Tule Springs National Register Site on BLM land, with the 
remaining acres on land owned by the State of Nevada.  
Only the portion of the Site that is on BLM land may be 
subject to the land disposal process.  As stated in Section 
4.5.4, the BLM would prepare a Historic Properties 
Treatment Plan in consultation with the State Historic 
Preservation Officer that would govern the identification and 
application of mitigation measures for the Site at such time 
any of the lands are nominated for sale or transfer.   
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Response I-9 (Donald W. Hendricks) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1 The comments received on the Draft EIS have been 

responded to in accordance with 40 CFR §1503.4.   
 
2 Potential impacts of implementing the Conservation Transfer 

Alternative were described in Chapter 4.  Potential impacts 
to sensitive resources outside the Conservation Transfer 
Area (CTA) were described in Chapter 4 under the Proposed 
Action.  Specific mitigation to minimize impacts to sensitive 
resources outside the CTA is being addressed collaboratively 
by the BLM, USFWS, and the City of North Las Vegas.  The 
need for supplemental analysis has not been determined.  
Also, see General Response 2 – Range of Alternatives.   

 
3 As was described in Section 2.4, title to land identified as the 

CTA would not be transferred until a Conservation 
Agreement is developed on how the resources in this area 
would be protected and/or mitigated.  The strategy 
committee would have input regarding the content and 
structure of the agreement.  See General Response 2 – Range 
of Alternatives. 

 
4 As was described in Section 2.6.3, the transfer of land to 

other federal ownership, such as the Desert Wildlife Refuge, 
was considered but eliminated as a feasible alternative.   

 
5 See General Response 1 – Parcel Nomination and Sale Rate.   
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6 As was stated in Section 3.5.2.2, there are 660 acres of the 

Tule Springs National Register Site on BLM land, with the 
remaining acres on land owned by the State of Nevada.  
Only the portion of the Site that is on BLM land may be 
subject to the land disposal process.  Also, as stated in 
Section 4.5.4, the BLM would prepare a Historic Properties 
Treatment Plan in consultation with the State Historic 
Preservation Officer that would govern the identification and 
application of mitigation measures for the Site at such time 
any of the lands are nominated for disposal.    

 
7 The State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) reviewed the 

results of the Class III inventory (see Appendix F) and as 
was stated in Section 3.5.2.1 and Section 4.5, the SHPO 
concurred with the determinations made by the BLM 
regarding eligibility of sites for the National Register of 
Historic Places.   
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Response I-10 (Rob Mrowka) 
 
 
1 Comment noted. 
 
2 As was described in Section 2.4, title to land identified as the 

CTA would not be transferred until a Conservation 
Agreement is developed on how the resources in this area 
would be protected and/or mitigated.  The strategy 
committee would have input regarding the content and 
structure of the agreement.  See General Response 2 – Range 
of Alternatives. 

 
3 Potential impacts from increased runoff were described in 

Section 4.3.2.1 and Section 4.3.3.1.   
 
4 The land for the Clark County Shooting Range was 

designated by Public Law 107-350.  The Department of 
Parks and Community Services is responsible for the 
specific development of facilities on that land.    

 
5 As was stated in Section 2.4, the land would be transferred to 

entities that would protect and manage the resources as 
determined by the strategy committee.  Transfer of title to 
other federal ownership was considered but eliminated as an 
alternative as was described in Section 2.6.3.   
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Response I-11 (Helen Mortenson) 
 
 
1 Comment noted. 
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Response I-12 (Steve Rowland) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1 Comment noted. 
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Response I-13 (John Holman) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1 Comment noted. 
 


